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T h e  f low ( o r  lack thereof )  o f  communications between 
Canada and t h e  Un i ted  States has n o t  been subject  t o  a g rea t  
deal o f  systematic analysis.  T h i s  i s  n o t  t o  say t h e r e  has 
been l i t t l e  at tent ion,  f o r  Canadians in pa r t i cu la r  bemoan 
American ignorance of t h e i r  c o u n t r y .  Indeed, some Canadians 
seem t o  have made a hobby  o f  documenting misrepresentat ion 
o r  denegrat ion o f  t h i n g s  Canadian by t h e  American press  and 
enter ta inment  i n d u s t r y .  Witness P ier re  Ber ton 's  book 
Hollywood's Canada,l and another  a r t i c le  in T h e  Canadian 
wherein we f i n d  such embarrassina accounts as t h a t  o f  a 
Washington b u s  d r i v e r  who observed,  "Canada? I d o n ' t  know 
DO I h-irl no th ing  about  it. Th is  bus  goes t o  Far rague Square."  Then 
A P r i z e ?  t he re  is  t h e  A lbuquerque L iquo r  s to re  c l e r k  who ventured,  
"Canada; t ha t ' s  u p  n o r t h  near  New Y o r k  state, i s n ' t  i t ?  On ly  
i t s  n o t  a state, i t s  a whole c o u n t r y .  I s  t h a t  r i g h t ?  Do I win 
a pr ize?' I2 
One Canadian answer t o  t h i s  perceived def ic iency of 
U.S.  coverage o f  Canada was t h e  publ icat ion and f ree  d is -  
t r i b u t i o n  i n  t h e  Un i ted  States of an information serv ice called 
Canadian Press Comments. T h e  purpose o f  t h i s  serv ice was 
t o  p rov ide  Americans in posit ions o f  professional respons ib i l i t y  
a range o f  comment f rom Canadian newspapers on  selected 
Canadian issues. 
I n  ear ly  1979, however, t h e  Canadian government  an- 
nounced it was end ing  publ icat ion o f  Canadian Press Com- 
ments, w i t h  just i f icat ion be ing  t h a t  U . S. news coverage of 
Canada had su f f i c i en t l y  increased recent ly  t o  make t h e  serv ice 
no  longer necessary. T h e  announcement o f fe red  no f i gu res  
o r  data t o  back  up t h e  conclusion. 
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Data By 
S y r a c u s e  
C e n t r e  
For t h a t  matter, however, had t h e  Canadian government 
o f fe red just i f icat ion f o r  i t s  suspension o f  Press Comments, we 
should have been somewhat dubious.  For  it i s  n o t  a t  al l  c lear 
what  would be  p roper  c r i t e r i a  f o r  judging suf f i c ien t ly  in 
internat ional  news f low. Sparkes and Robinson worked f rom 
suggest ions made by Kar l  Rosengren and compared U.S.- 
Canadian news exchange w i t h  t r a d e  f i gu res  and comparative 
Gross National ~ r o d u c t . ~  O n  t h e  basis o f  these par t icu lar  
c r i te r ia ,  t h e  exchange o f  news between t h e  two countr ies was 
no t  judged t o  be  t e r r i b l y  o u t  o f  l ine. T h e  adequacy o f  such 
c r i te r ia ,  though,  has y e t  t o  be  f u l l y  evaluated. 
A p a r t  f rom questions o f  suf f ic iency,  t he re  s t i l l  remains 
t h e  judgement b y  t h e  Canadian government t h a t  American 
news coverage o f  Canada has in fac t  increased in t h e  past  
couple o f  years. T h a t  pa r t i cu la r  conclusion can be examined, 
a t  least as f a r  as newspapers are  involved,  by reference t o  
data which has been collected ove r  t h e  past  f i v e  years by t h e  
Communications Research Center  a t  Syracuse Un ivers i ty .  The  
purpose o f  t h i s  paper, therefore, i s  t o  r e p o r t  on  o u r  f i nd ings  
f rom a content  analysis o f  U .S. and Canadian newspapers in 
1975, 1977, and 1979, w i th  specif ic at tent ion t o  changes in 
bo th  t h e  amount and character o f  coverage each coun t ry  has 
g iven t h e  o ther .  
Perhaps t h e  f i r s t  syst  t i c  s t u d y  o f  news f low between 
Canada and t h e  Uni ted States was t h a t  done by Jim H a r t  in 
1 9 6 3 . ~  Working f rom a ra the r  l imited base o f  f o u r  American 
and f o u r  Canadian dailies, H a r t  documented what casual 
observat ion had always suggested. T h e -  U .S. papers seemed 
t o  pay  scant at tent ion t o  Canada, whi le Canadian papers were 
f u l l  o f  American news. Working f rom a considerably broader 
base o f  Canadian and U.S. papers in 1975, Sparkes recon- 
f i rmed Har t ' s  f i nd ings .  
A l though comparisons between t h e  H a r t  and Sparkes data 
are  d i f f i cu l t ,  owing t o  t h e  d i f ference between t h e  two samples, 
it m igh t  be noted t h a t  Sparkes found  lower f i gu res  f o r  each 
coun t ry ' s  coverage o f  t h e  o ther  (column inches as percent  o f  
to ta l  fo re ign  news inches) and a s h i f t  in t h e  subject d i s t r i bu -  
t i on  o f  stor ies. Unchanged was t h e  dominant ro le o f  AP and 
CP in t h e  exchange. 
T h e  recent ly  publ ished s t u d y  b y  David Thompson con- 
ta ins  no surpr ises  t o  t h e  informed observer  o f  Canadian-U.S. 
news f low ei ther .6 Using t h e  en t i re  1975 c l ipp ing  f i l e  f o r  
John Merr i l l ' s  l i s t  o f  n ine  e l i te  U.S. newspapers, Thompson 
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f ound  poor coverage o f  Canada in t h e  newspapers studied, a 
def ic iency which he  la rge ly  blames on t h e  w i re  services. 
While again d i f f e r e n t  methodology makes exact  comparison o f  
f i nd ings  d i f f i cu l t ,  resu l ts  f rom Sparkes'  1975 sample l ine u p  
w i t h  resu l ts  f rom Thompson's f u l l  year .  From t h e  Sparkes 
data we would pro jec t  an average o f  164 Canadian stor ies p e r  
year in American papers. Thompson's data averages o u t  t o  
about  154 stor ies p e r  year.  ( D u r i n g  presentat ion o f  resu l ts  
below, o the r  comparisons w i t h  t h e  Thompson f i nd ings  wi l l  be  
invest igated.  ) 
Methodological Considerations : 
T h e  th ree  samples here  repor ted  were d rawn  f rom t h e  
f i r s t  qua r te rs  o f  1975, 1977 and 1979. For 1975, a composite 
week was rdndomly selected p r o v i d i n g  one Sunday randomly 
drawn f rom al l  Sundays in t h e  quar ter ,  etc. Similar com- 
posite weeks f o r  1977 and 1979 were supplemented b y  an 
addit ional t h ree  week-days, randomly d rawn  f rom all week 
days o f  t h e  quar te r .  T h i s  change was made bo th  t o  s t reng-  
then  t h e  sample, and t o  soften t h e  possible ef fect  o f  missing 
wee k-end papers. 
A n  addit ional change was made in t h e  1979 sample. One 
d i f f i c u l t y  in comparing similar samples o f  Canadian and 
American papers i s  t h a t  t he re  i s  commonly no Canadian Sunday 
paper.  T h e  b i g  week-end Canadian paper i s  on  Saturday.  
Obviously t h e  Canadian Saturday paper i s  no t  t h e  equivalent  
S a t u r d a y  vs. o f  t h e  adjacent Sunday paper in t h e  U.S. For  f u l l  equival -  
Sunday papers ency, it was decided t o  use a fully complimentary per iod  f o r  
each count ry ,  us ing  an adjacent Saturday,  Sunday (U.S. 
only),  and Monday. 
I n  spi te o f  these adjustments in t h e  sampling method, it 
was s t i l l  considered t h a t  t h e  samples were comparable fo r  
purposes o f  evaluat ing quant i ta t ive  and qual i ta t ive changes in 
U.S. coverage o f  Canada (and simultaneously Canadian cover-  
age o f  t h e  U.S.) .  
A l l  fo re ign  news stor ies were coded f o r  column inches, 
placement in t h e  paper, count ry ,  subject,  source, and t ype .  
Al l  b u t  t h e  last o f  these coding categories a re  qu i te  s t ra igh t -  
fo rward .  Under  " type" coders had t o  exercise judgement as 
t o  whether  t h e  s t o r y  was most p r o p e r l y  classif ied as: 
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H a r d  news (news o f  t h e  day, factual  repo r t )  
Cont inuous ( repor t i ng  ove r  more t h a n  one day, fo l lowing 
development) 
Background (going beyond t h e  immediate event  t o  con- 
tex tua l  o r  h is tor ica l  information) 
Non-Cur ren t  fea ture  (in pa r t i cu la r  t rave l  items o r  cu l -  
t u r a l  repor ts )  
Editor ial /Opinion (c lear ly  labelled such on t h e  edi tor ia l  
page. Syndicated columns inc luded) 
Where stor ies seemed t o  fit more than  one category, t h e y  
were scored according t o  what seemed t o  b e  t h e  most dominant 
t r a i t .  
Results: 
R e s u l t s  I n  general, r e t u r n  on t h e  samples was good. Results 
Were Good are  l i s ted  in t h e  b r i e f  table below. 
Sample Return  Rates 
8 
For U .S. papers For Canadian papers 
1975 84.2 pe r  cent  90.2 p e r  cent  
1977 90.8 pe r  cent  88.9 p e r  cent  
1979 96.1 p e r  cent  93.8 p e r  cent  
T h e  on ly  problem w i th  t h e  adjusted samples represented in 
t h e  above r e t u r n  rates lies w i t h  t h e  1979 Canadian sample. 
Bo th  1975 and 1977 used an eleven paper Canadian group,  
whi le t h e  1979 sample invo lved on ly  e igh t  papers.  A t  t h e  
time o f  t h e  1979 sample bo th  t h e  Vancouver Sun  and Montreal 
S tar  were on s t r ike ,  and t h e  Edmonton Journal sample was 
lost d u e  t o  a misunderstanding. 
Table 2 presents t h e  basic resu l ts  o f  t h e  s tudy .  Here it 
can be  seen t h a t  Canadian coverage o f  t h e  Uni ted States has 
gradua l ly  decreased ove r  t h e  past  s i x  years, w.hile American 
coverage o f  Canada has even more gradua l ly  increased. The  
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data  i l l u s t r a t e s  t h e  impor tance  o f  u t i l i z i n g  co lumn inches 
r a t h e r  t h a n  s t o r y  c o u n t  when  it comes t o  f o r e i g n  news.  T h e  
f i g u r e s  f o r  average  inches  p e r  newspaper  i ssue  show a n  
increase o f  o v e r  100% in U.S.  Canadian coverage.  T h e  
number  o f  s to r ies ,  however ,  does n o t  inc rease  t h a t  much .  
T h e  k e y  i s  f o u n d  in t h e  average  s t o r y  l e n g t h  f i gu res ,  whe re  
we see t h a t  l e n g t h  o f  s to r ies  abou t  Canada in t h e  U . S .  p r e s s  
inc reased  b o t h  f r o m  1975 t o  1977 and  f r o m  1977 t o  1979. I t  i s  
i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  no te  t h a t  o n  t h e  Canadian s ide,  inches,  number  
and  l e n g t h  al l  show no tab le  decreases, b u t  again  t h e  i n c h  
f i g u r e  i s  t h e  most t e l l i ng .  
We see too f r o m  these  f i g u r e s  t h a t  t h e  p o r t i o n  of t he  
F o r e i g n  ' N e w s  f o r e i g n  news ho le  each c o u n t r y  devo tes  t o  t h e  o t h e r  has  been 
H o l e '  Up i n  c h a n g i n g .  Changes in t h e  I1 . S .  f i g u r e s  a r e  somewhat masked 
U.S. b y  t h e  l a rge  genera l  u p s w i n g  o f  f o r e i g n  news coverage  i n  
1979 ( t h u s  r e d u c i n g  t h e  ac tua l  pe rcen tage  cons t i t u t ed  b y  
C a n a d ~ a n  news) .  T h e  f i g u r e s  gene ra l l y  shgges t  t h a t  1977 was 
somewhat o f  a  "dead"  yea r ,  wh i le  1979 was an  ac t i ve  one .  Irr 
fac t  severa l  major i n t e rna t i ona l  deve lopments  were  r e p o r t e d  i n  
our. sample pape rs  f o r  1979, i n c l u d i n g  t h e  I r an ian  pglr t ical  
c r i s i s ,  deve lopments  i n  Ch ina -U  . S .  re la t ions  and  Chrna-  
Vretnam re la t ions ,  M id -Eas t  t r e a t y ,  Pope John ' s  v i s i t  t o  
Mexico,  and  t h e  c i v i l  war  in Uganda.  (Subsequen t  sampies 
w i l l  t e l l  u s  how much  o f  t h e  1979 increase was d u e  t o  these 
i n t e rna t i ona l  deve lopments  alone, and  how much  was a basic 
increase in f o r e i g n  news ho le .  1 
I t  shou ld  b e  no ted  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  t h a t  t h e  f i g u r e s  h e r e  
;resented a r e  summary o r  average  f i g u r e s  across al l  U . S .  
pape rs  ( t h a t  i s  11 issues o f  20 p a p e r s )  a n d  across al l  Cana- 
d i an  pape rs .  T h e  one d i f f i c u l t y  o f  t h i s  approach  i s  t h a t  t h e  
pape rs  a r e  n o t  f u l l y  comparable  i n  social impor tance .  T h e  
N . Y .  Times, f o r  example, reaches more people,  and  poss ib le  
more impo r tan t  people,  t h a n  say t he  B u f f a l o  Dai ly  News.  
A c c o r d i n g l y ,  a  w e i g h t i n g  b y  c i r cu l a t i on  wou ld  b e  a re f inement  
o v e r  p r e s e n t  methods.  For  c r e s e n t  pu rposes ,  howeve r ,  i t  
was j udged  t h e  ba lance b a s  s u f f i c i e n t .  
A d i f f e r e n t  k i n d  o f  p rob lem i s  encoc ln tered wr th  t h e  d a t a  
p resen ted  in Table  3.  He re  t h e  amount  o f  Canadian news in 
a select ion of U . S .  pape rs  I S  p resen ted .  A r a t h e r  inconsrs-  
t e n t  p a t t e r n  is immediately ev i den t ,  a n d  we shou ld  b e  cau-  
t i ous  in a n y  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  T h e  p rob lem Ires in t h e  f ac t  t h a t  
n o t  e v e r y  newspaper  w i l l  choose t o  p u b l i s h  t h e  same f o r e i g n  
news s t o r y  o n  t h e  same d a y .  T h i s  fdc t  m i g h t  exp la i n ,  f o r  
example,  t h e  r a t h e r  low show ing  of the  W a s h ~ r ~ ~ j t o n  - Post.
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D a v i d  Thompson f o u n d  a much more respectab le  Canadian 
coverage  when h e  examined t h e  e n t i r e  yea r  f o r  1975 t h a n  
f ound  in t h i s  sample (p ro jec ted :  73 s to r ies  p e r  year ;  ac tua l l y  
f ound  : 131 s to r ies ) .  
Even  w i t h  t h i s  qual i f icat ion,  however ,  some p a t t e r n s  a re  
notab le  in Tab le  3. I n  descend ing  o r d e r ,  t h e  b i gges t  con-  
s i s t en t  ca r r i age  o f  Canadian news i s  by Buf fa lo ,  Miami, and  
San Franc isco.  No tab ly  f a r t h e r  down  t h e  l i s t  a r e  t h e  N .Y .  
Times, t h e  Chicago T r i b u n e ,  a n d  t h e  Washington Post.  
Bos ton  a n d  Seatt le a r e  p r o b a b l y  whe re  t h e y  shou ld  be, w i t h  
Hous ton  a n d  Los ~ n ~ e l e s  somewhat o f  a s u r p r i s e .  
S imi lar  caut ions a r e  necessary in a n y  i n te rp re ta t i on  o f  
t h e  Sub jec t  p r o f i l e  data in Tab le  4 .  For  one t h i n g ,  t h e  
f i g u r e s  a r e  based o n  s t o r y  coun t ,  a n d  m i g h t  n o t  para l le l  i n c h  
coun t .  T o  check  one poss ib le  p o i n t  o f  b ias,  t h e  con t r i bu t i on  
o f  t r a v e l  s to r ies  t o  t h e  to ta l  U.S.  coverage  o f  Canada was 
ca lcu la ted.  T h e  r e s u l t i n g  f i g u r e  o f  14.5 p e r  c e n t  f o r  inches 
i s  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  t h a n  t h e  f i g u r e s  d e r i v e d  f r om a s t o r y  
coun t .  Mean s t o r y  s ize f o r  t h e  o t h e r  top ics  p r o v e d  t o  be  
simi lar,  however ,  and  so comparat ive analys is  i s  w i t hou t  
se r ious  b ias .  
Perhaps  most notab le  i s  t h e  inc reas ing  a t t en t i on  i n  
Canadian papers  t o  g o v e r  a n d  po l i t i ca l  mat te rs  i n  t h e  
U n i t e d  States, wh i le  Amer i  p e r s  p a y  v e r y  l i t t l e  a t t en t i on  
t o  Canadian po l i t ica l  mat te rs .  T h e  excep t ion  i s  in 1977, 
Canadian  wh ich  wou ld  co r respond  w i t h  increased separa t i s t  a c t i v i t y  i n  
B u s i n e s s  High Quebec. Canadian economic a n d  bus iness  mat ters ,  o n  t h e  
o t h e r  hand,  a r e  o f  r e l a t i ve l y  high i n t e r e s t  t o  Amer ican 
papers ,  a n d  i n  f a c t  t h e  Bus iness  sect ion o f  most papers  
p r o v e d  t o  con ta in  cons iderable Canadian news.  
I t  can be  sugges ted  t h a t  t h e  Canadian pape rs  a r e  more 
"ser ious"  i n  t h e i r  coverage o f  t h e  U .S.  t h a n  a r e  U .S. papers  
i n  t h e i r  coverage o f  Canada. U .S .  coverage  o f  Canada shows 
a w ide r  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  sub jec t  mat te r .  A t t e n t i o n  t o  v iolence 
a n d  c o r r u p t i o n  (cr ime)  i s  abou t  t h e  same f o r  b o t h  presses.  
I n  l i ne  w i t h  Dav id  Thompson's f i nd ings ,  t h e r e  is  l i t t l e  
Amer ican a t t en t i on  t o  b i la te ra l  issues. B u t  f o r  t h a t  mat ter ,  
t h e r e  i s n ' t  much  Canadian a t t en t i on  e i t h e r .  
A cod ing  ca tego ry  used  w i t h  t h e  1977 a n d  1979 samples 
was t h a t  o f  T y p e  (de f ined  above) .  Tab le  5 shows t h e  d i s -  
t r i b u t i o n  o f  these types ,  w i t h  H a r d  News by f a r  a n d  away t h e  
most dominant .  Ne i t he r  c o u n t r y  appears t o  p r o v i d e  a g r e a t  
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deal o f  "in depth"  repo r t i ng  on t h e  o ther .  I n  Table 6 i s  
found  some var ia t ion  o f  s t o r y  t y p e  when cont ro l l ing  f o r  sub-  
ject category.  Here on ly  t h e  t h r e e  "serious" topics are  
examined (Business, Politics, and Social Issues). I n  t h e  
Canadian papers, American social problems receive more in 
dep th  coverage than  do pol i t ics o r  economics. I n  t h e  U.S. 
papers, it is  Canadian pol i t ics which receives t h e  heavier 
p ropor t ion  o f  in dep th  repor t ing ,  (what  t h e r e  i s  o f  it). St i l l ,  
f o r  all subject  categories, t h e  heaviest t y p e  o f  s t o r y  i s  t h e  
h a r d  news va r ie t y .  
As noted previously,  bo th  H a r t  and Sparkes, and later  
Dominant R r l e  Thompson, found a dominant ro le by AP and CP in t h e  f low 
of CP - AP zC ?ZWS between Canada and t h e  U.S. T h e  two agencies have 
a cooperat ive agreement whereby AP gets  i t s  Canadian news 
f rom CP, and CP gets i t s  American news f rom AP. I n  Tables 
7 and 8 we see t h a t  t he re  have been some changes between 
1975 and 1979. T h e  ro le o f  t h e  AP/CP connection i s  s t i l l  
s t rong  in U.S. papers, b u t  reduced considerably. T h e  slack 
i s  made u p  by an increased use o f  "s ta f f  ." Lack o f  precision 
in newspaper source a t t r i bu t i on  makes it d i f f i c u l t  t o  have 
tota l  conf idence in t h i s  data, and it i s  p robab ly  safe t o  say 
t h a t  "staff1I a t t r i bu t i on  most o f ten  does n o t  mean a correspon- 
d e n t  in Canada. More o f ten  than  not,  stor ies w i t h  no o ther  
source a t t r i bu t i on  have been prepared f rom other  sources. 
Nevertheless, t h e  d i r e c t  AP/CP pipel ine appears t o  p lay  a 
smaller role. 
A similar d r o p  in AP/CP sourced news i s  found  in Cana- 
d ian papers. Here, however, t h e  combined services s t i l l  
account f o r  almost hal f  o f  t h e  American news in Canadian 
papers. Add ing  AP, UPI, and  Reuter, and N.Y. Times, 
almost 70 p e r  cent  o f  news t h a t  Canadians receive about  t h e  
U .S. t h r o u g h  o u r  sample papers or ig inates w i t h  sources which 
a re  n o t  pa r t i cu la r l y  w r i t i n g  f o r  t h e  Canadian audience. 
Discussion : 
What, then, of t h e  Canadian government 's decision t o  
d r o p  t h e  Canadian Press Comments service? T h e  present  data 
indicate t h a t  t he re  has indeed been an increase in t h e  amount 
o f  Canadian news car r ied  in t h e  American press.  How s igni f i -  
cant  t h i s  increase might  be, in terms o f  fac i l i ta t ing  a more 
informed pub l ic  opinion, etc. remains a matter  o f  judgement, 
and hopeful ly ,  f u t u r e  research. Improvement the re  has been, 
however. T h e  re lat ionship o f  t h i s  increase in Canadian 
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coverage t o  any  general increase in fore ign  news coverage 
remains t o  be  established. 
T h e  high amount o f  Canadian news in t h e  Miami Herald 
might  su rp r i se  some no t  famil iar w i t h  Canadian tour ism habi ts .  
D u r i n g  t h e  time o f  o u r  sample (Winter) t h e  populat ion o f  
southern Flor ida has a goodly number o f  Canadians. The  
Miami Herald i s  supp ly ing  a home serv ice t o  v is i to rs  as much 
as enl ightenment f o r  t h e  permanent populat ion regard ing 
t h i n g s  Canadian, then.  One o f  t h e  indicat ions o f  t h i s  d i f f e r -  
ence i s  found  in t h e  breakdown o f  Subjects in t h e  Miami 
coverage, where it i s  found t h a t  pol i t ical  and government 
s tor ies dominate (78 p e r  cent) ove r  t h e  category most popular  
in t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  American papers, economics. 
T h e  diminished ro le o f  CP/AP in U.S. coverage o f  
Canada i s  a welcome development if it holds. UP1 recent ly  
has expanded and consolidated i t s  act iv i t ies in Canada, which 
should improve i t s  Canadian coverage. T h e  important  point,  , 
however, i s  t h a t  CP repor ts  on Canada, f o r  Canadians, and 
t h e  resu l tan t  materials, selection o f  stories, etc. a re  no t  
necessari ly t h e  ones which wi l l  bes t  serve t h e  American 
reader.  I t  i s  f o r  t h i s  reason t h a t  t h e  cont inued heavy re l i -  
ance o f  Canadian papers on AP ( th roudh  CP) might  be con- 
AP Reliance sidered problematic. 
,Or. # t h e  coverage t h a t  Canadian Problematic newspapers g i ve  t o  the  U n i  d States, a high percentage o f  
t h a t  coverage s t i l l  or ig inates w i t h  American reporters,  w r i t i n g  
f o r  American readers. 
There  remains, st i l l ,  t h e  quest ion o f  "how much i s  
enough." T h e  on ly  meaningful answer must  come f rom t h e  
pub l ic .  Here Agenda Set t ing and Image studies, comparing 
communities served b y  newspapers w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  Canadian 
coverage pat terns,  might  begin t o  suggest  meaningful  para-  
meters. Fu r the r ,  Readership studies can help u s  unders tand 
how t o  bes t  service t h e  pub l ic  w i th  fo re ign  news coverage, 
whether  f rom Canada o r  Cameroon. For example, a recent 
s t u d y  by Sparkes and Winter found  t h a t  emphasis on conf l i c t  
in fo re ign  stor ies does not  enhance reader in terest ,  whi le 
emphasis on relevance o r  a f f i n i t y  does.7 Such f i nd ings  po in t  
immediately t o  t h e  source problem discussed above. I t  cer-  
t a in l y  cannot b e  expected t h a t  CP or ig inated Canadian news, 
and AP or ig ina ted Uni ted States news i s  going t o  prov ide  t h i s  
emphasis f o r  audiences in o ther  countr ies.  
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TABLE 1 
Newspaper Used 
1. Canadian 2. United States  
Calgary Maid 
Eidtmonton Journal 
Halifax P h i l  Star 
Pbntreal Star 
Ottawa Journal 
Regina Ieader-Pos t 
Saint John' s Evening Tklegram 
Toronto Star 
Taronto Globe and Ph i l  
Vancmver Sun 
Winnipeg Free Press 
Atlanta Cbnstitution 
Boston Globe 
Buffalo Daily News 
Chicago Tribune 
Cincinnati Post 
Cleveland Plain Dealer 
Dallas Times-Herald 
Denver Post 
DesPbines FEqister 
Cetroit Fkee Press 
Houston Chronicle 
Los Angeles Times 
Miami Herald 
Milwaukee Journal 
Minneapolis Star 
New York T i m s  
Phi lade lphia Bulletin 
San Francisco Chronicle 
Seattle Post-Intelligencer 
St. Lmis Post-Dispatch 
Washington Post 
26 CANADIAN JOURNAL OF COMMUNICATION 

Table 3 
Boston 
Buffalo 
Chicago 
Cleveland 
Detroit 
Houston 
Los Angeles 
Miami 
N.Y. Times 
San Francisco 
Seattle 
Washington 
Volume of Canadian News in Selected U.S. Papers 
Average Inches 
per Issue - 
* With large travel stories removed 
Percent of 
Foreign News 
* 
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Table 4 
Subject Profile of Canada-U.S. 
News Flow (Percent of Stories) 
U.S. in 
Canadian 
Press 
Canada 
in U.S. 
Press 
Business/ 
Economics 
Politics/ 
Gov't. 
Social 
Issues 
Human 
Interest 
Corruption/ 
Violence 
Ed./Sc./ 
Hea 1 th 
Sports 
Disaster/ 
Accident 
War/Civil 
Disorder 
Defense 
Culture/ 
Religion 
Judicial 
Foreign 
Rel, 
Can.1U.S. 
Relations 
Travel 
Issues 
;k not available 
9:" equals 14.5% in column inches 
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Table 5 
Types o f  S t o r i e s  i n  
U. S. -Canadian News Flaw 
U.S. News In  Canadian News 
Canadian Papers  I n  U. S. Papers 
Hard News 77.2% (967)* 
Cbntinuing Ikvelopnent 6.9% (86) 
Background 6.7% (84) 
Non-olrrent Feature 6.2% (78) 
E d i t o r i a l  3.0% (37) 
* n o f  stories 
Table 6 
Di s t r ibu t ion  of Subject by 'Qpe o f  S to ry  ( se l ec t ed )  
Developnent and 
Hard News Background E d i t o r i a l  Other 
1 U.S. News In  
Canadian Papers 
Business/ 
Ekon . 
Gov't/ 
P o l i t i c s  
Soc ia l  I s sues  
2. Canadian News I n  
U.S. Papers 
Business/ 
E o n .  
mv ' t/ 
P o l i t i c s  
ScciCl1 I s sues  
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Table 7 
Sources of Canadian News i n  U.S. Press (1975 and 1979) 
A P / B  
U . P . I .  
REUTER 
N.Y. TIMES 
PAPER S'IIAFF 
Cm-ER 
TOTAL 100% 100% 
Table  8 
d 
Sources of U.S. News In ian Papers 
*/m 
1:. P. I. 
m m  
N. Y.  T I M E S  
s m  
PAPER STAFF 
m H E R  
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